ABSTRACT
INTRODUCTION
Explanations of variability in terms of mapping problems raise the question whether variability is a performance effect or a competence effect, as well as the status of grammars exemplifying mapping problems. According to Haznedar (2003) and at other times absent in their L2 production. There has been much evidence as for the production of utterances such as "he buy a book" or "the girl playing with the doll." In some cases, this variability occurs during the course of acquisition, and in some other cases, the use of inflections can also be seen even in the end-state grammar. Whereas the variability is something inevitable, there is still little agreement as to whether it indicates impairment to interlanguage grammar, or whether the functional categories are indeed present, with the lack of overt inflection attributable to a competence, or a performance effect. To make this point clear, in this paper, first a distinctive line is drawn between impairment and competence/performance effect. To do so, evidence form some studies are presented. Then, competenceperformance effect in the process of inflectional morphology use is specified. Their results suggested that agreement is in fact in place:
when an inflected form is used, agreement is largely accurate. In conclusion, they argued that L2 learners' treatment of finite morphology is not arbitrary: when a verb is finite, the relevant syntactic reflexes are found, as well as appropriate agreement. They proposed that problems of adult L2 learners relate to the mapping of specific morphological forms to abstract categories. To them, there is a real difference between L1 and L2 acquirers in this domain: normal L1 acquirers always acquire the appropriate inflectional morphology of their mother tongue and use it consistently, whereas L2 learners often do not. However, despite lack of consistent use of verbal morphology, when it occurs, it is systematic, suggesting that there is no impairment at an abstract level. 
The 'Morphological Misreading Hypothesis'
Lardiere ( Furthermore, Lardiere suggests that this area of knowledge is likely to be particularly subject to factors like phonological transfer.
The 'Missing Surface Inflection Hypothesis'
The 'missing surface inflection hypothesis' proposes that Morphology, each inflected form is assumed to be associated with a set of features including person, tense, gender, and number. For lexical insertion, the features of a vocabulary item must be consistent with that of the terminal node in the syntax. While the features of a syntactic node will be fully specified, those of a lexical item may be partially specified, in that some features may be lacking or unspecified. In the absence of an exact match, there is a competition between potential candidates for insertion; the winner will be the form with the most features matching the terminal node. As the learners have acquired the relevant features of a terminal node in the syntax through UG, L1 or L2 input, their problem will be with the feature specification of lexical items. Laudiere (1998) shows that tense and agreement remain variable in an end-state L2 English grammar. What happens here is that even when more fully specified forms are acquired, they was found that they supplied the forms successfully when they were acquired. This suggests that the problem in an inaccurate use of -ing is a performance effect than the competence.
Conclusion
What can be concluded from the above discussion is that features, such that they are entered into the lexicon, they may not always be able to retrieve the proper form for lexical insertion into a syntactic representation. When the form is retrieved, overt inflection is used; when there is a retrieval failure, inflection is missing; therefore, variability is observed. Hence, the failure in retrieval can be attributed to both competence and performance. Sometimes, retrieval does not happen successfully due to psychological factors which might affect the performance of the L2 learner in his spontaneous production. In some other occasions, the environment might hinder the L2 learner performing to the best of his language knowledge. While he knows the rules well, his language production fails to represent it. This is the result of a performance effect. In some other cases, however, as it was discussed before, the L2 learner faces a dilemma: which form is better to be used in a specific context. In that case, his reference to a default form represents that his language production has been affected by his competence.
